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pray, that God may guide and direct and bless you, and make you an
instrument for the true well-being of India.
The warmth and the sincerity are unmistakable. I know
the friend to be a devout godfearing Christian. But it must be
evident to anyone who knows anything about the Turkish ques-
tion, that my correspondent is strongly prejudiced against the
Turks. His picture of the Armenians as "a noble, excellent, in-
dustrious and gentle race" betrays the extent of his ignorance
about the question. He cannot be blamed for it. The Turkish side
has been sedulously kept from the English-reading public. All
these good Christians scattered about in different parts of the
world have only one class of reading presented to them. The
missionary journals are fanatically, I was going to say, crimi-
nally anti-Turkish and anti-Islam. The very word charity about
which St. Paul wrote so magnificently is absent from the minds
of the writers in the missionary journals, when they write about
Islam and Turkey. The Turk is to them the arch-infidel created
by God only to be cursed. It is this prejudiced but honest
attitude that stands in the way of Truth and Justice.
I have no desire to defend Turkey against the Armenians
or the Greeks. I am not prepared to deny Turkish misrule or mis-
deeds. But the Greeks and the Armenians have an infinitely worse
record. What is more, the defence of the Khilafat is the defence
of a pure ideal. It is not necessary to defend the conduct of
individual Popes in order to support the institution of Papacy.
Oppose all Turkish misrule by all means, but it is wicked to seek
to efface the Turk and with him Islam from Europe under the false
plea of Turkish misrule.
What is still worse is, that the defeat of the Central Powers
should be utilized to crush Islam. Was the late war a crusade
against Islam, in which the Mussulmans of India were invited
to join? To say that the Mussulmans may have anyone they choose
as their spiritual head, but that they may not interfere with the
disintegration of Turkey, is not to know the Khilafat. The Khilafat
must ever be the Defender of the Faith of the Prophet, and there-
fore nobody can become or remain Khalifa, immediately he is
deprived of or loses the power of defending Islam against the
whole world. One may dispute the ethics of the doctrine in the
abstract, but England is not engaged in a war against Islam be-
cause it is unethical. -In that case England has to renounce her
association with millions whose faith is divorced from ethics.
As a matter of fact, is there anything immoral in a religion